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Costs, Benefits and Effectiveness:    (continued)

Table 4

1981-82 Title I Mathematics Achievement Results
for Students Tested on a Fall-Spring Schedule
(Based on data from 47 States)

Weighted
Number
Grade     Tested

Normal  Curve Equivalent
Pretest    Posttest   Gain

Percentlle

__
Pretest    Posttest

2
	91,569
	32.7
	44.5
	11.9
	20
	40

3
	106,286
	32.4
	41.4
	9.0
	20
	34

4
	115,586
	31.7
	41.6
	9.9
	19
	35

5
	116,045
	32.9
	41.3
	8.3
	21
	34

6
	98,710
	32.9
	40.9
	8.0
	21
	33

7
	70,787
	33.7
	39.5
	5.8
	22
	31

8
	54,156
	33.8
	39.5
	5.7
	22
	31

9
	26,247
	32.7
	40.0
	7.2
	19
	31

10
	11,136
	33.8
	39.8
	6.0
	22
	31

11
	5,941
	31.3
	37.0
	5.8
	19
	27

12
	3,155
	32.1
	37.2
	5.2
	20
	27

Source:    1981-82 State Performance Reports
For school year 1981-82:

o In reading, the "average" Title I elementary student was at about
the 24th percentile when selected to participate in the program
based on a full-year test cycle {usually spring-spring testing).

o In reading, the "average" Title I student performed at the 19th per-
centile when selected for participation based on a fall-spring cycle.

o In mathematics, the "average" Title I elementary student was at the
28th percentile when selected on a full-year cycle.

o In mathematics, the "average" Title I student performed at the 20th
percentile when selected on a fall-spring cycle.

o Students selected on a fall-spring cycle appeared at pretesting to
score consistently below those selected on an annual cycle. However,
by spring posttestlng, the scores of both groups were comparable.

For school years 1979-80 through 1981-82:

o    In each of the three years, modest reading achievement gains were found
in nearly all grades.

o   Modest mathematics achievement gains were also found 1n nearly all grades,

o High school students selected for Title I tend to be needier compared
to their peers than students selected at the elementary grades.5
